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Sign Details
1. Signs may not be used to give directions

and should be away from directional signs,
particularly at interchanges.

2. An Interstate shield may be located on
a green informational sign of a few words.
For example: Future Interstate Corridor or
Future I–00 Corridor.

3. The Interstate shield may not include
the word ‘‘Interstate.’’

4. The FHWA Division Office must
approve the signs as to design, wording, and
detailed location.

Appendix D to Part 470, Subpart A—
Guidance Criteria for Evaluating
Requests for Modifications to the
National Highway System

Section 103(b), of title 23, U.S.C., allows
the States to propose modifications to the
National Highway System (NHS) and
authorizes the Secretary to approve such
modifications provided that they meet the
criteria established for the NHS and enhance
the characteristics of the NHS. In proposing
modifications under 23 U.S.C. 103(b), the
States must cooperate with local and regional
officials. In urbanized areas, the local
officials must act through the metropolitan
planning organization (MPO) designated for
such areas under 23 U.S.C. 134. The
following guidance criteria should be used by
the States to develop proposed modifications
to the NHS.

1. Proposed additions to the NHS should
be included in either an adopted State or
metropolitan transportation plan or program.

2. Proposed additions should connect at
each end with other routes on the NHS or
serve a major traffic generator.

3. Proposals should be developed in
consultation with local and regional officials.

4. Proposals to add routes to the NHS
should include information on the type of
traffic served (i.e., percent of trucks, average
trip length, local, commuter, interregional,
interstate) by the route, the population
centers or major traffic generators served by
the route, and how this service compares
with existing NHS routes.

5. Proposals should include information on
existing and anticipated needs and any
planned improvements to the route.

6. Proposals should include information
concerning the possible effects of adding or
deleting a route to or from the NHS might
have on other existing NHS routes that are in
close proximity.

7. Proposals to add routes to the NHS
should include an assessment of whether
modifications (adjustments or deletions) to
existing NHS routes, which provide similar
service, may be appropriate.

8. Proposed modifications that might affect
adjoining States should be developed in
cooperation with those States.

9. Proposed modifications consisting of
connections to major intermodal facilities
should be developed using the criteria set
forth below. These criteria were used for
identifying initial NHS connections to major
intermodal terminals. The primary criteria
are based on annual passenger volumes,
annual freight volumes, or daily vehicular
traffic on one or more principal routes that

serve the intermodal facility. The secondary
criteria include factors which underscore the
importance of an intermodal facility within
a specific State.

Primary Criteria

Commercial Aviation Airports

1. Passengers—scheduled commercial
service with more than 250,000 annual
enplanements.

2. Cargo—100 trucks per day in each
direction on the principal connecting route,
or 100,000 tons per year arriving or departing
by highway mode.

Ports

1. Terminals that handle more than 50,000
TEUs (a volumetric measure of containerized
cargo which stands for twenty-foot
equivalent units) per year, or other units
measured that would convert to more than
100 trucks per day in each direction. (Trucks
are defined as large single-unit trucks or
combination vehicles handling freight.)

2. Bulk commodity terminals that handle
more than 500,000 tons per year by highway
or 100 trucks per day in each direction on the
principal connecting route. (If no individual
terminal handles this amount of freight, but
a cluster of terminals in close proximity to
each other does, then the cluster of terminals
could be considered in meeting the criteria.
In such cases, the connecting route might
terminate at a point where the traffic to
several terminals begins to separate.)

3. Passengers—terminals that handle more
than 250,000 passengers per year or 1,000
passengers per day for at least 90 days during
the year.

Truck/Rail

1. 50,000 TEUs per year, or 100 trucks per
day, in each direction on the principal
connecting route, or other units measured
that would convert to more than 100 trucks
per day in each direction. (Trucks are defined
as large single-unit trucks or combination
vehicles carrying freight.)

Pipelines

1. 100 trucks per day in each direction on
the principal connecting route.

Amtrak

1. 100,000 passengers per year
(entrainments and detrainments). Joint
Amtrak, intercity bus and public transit
terminals should be considered based on the
combined passenger volumes. Likewise, two
or more separate facilities in close proximity
should be considered based on combined
passenger volumes.

Intercity Bus

1. 100,000 passengers per year (boardings
and deboardings).

Public Transit

1. Stations with park and ride lots with
more than 500 vehicle parking spaces, or
5,000 daily bus or rail passengers, with
significant highway access (i.e., a high
percentage of the passengers arrive by cars
and buses using a route that connects to
another NHS route), or a major hub terminal
that provides for the transfer of passengers

among several bus routes. (These hubs
should have a significant number of buses
using a principal route connecting with the
NHS.)

Ferries
1. Interstate/international—1,000

passengers per day for at least 90 days during
the year. (A ferry which connects two
terminals within the same metropolitan area
should be considered as local, not interstate.)

2. Local—see public transit criteria above.

Secondary Criteria
Any of the following criteria could be used

to justify an NHS connection to an
intermodal terminal where there is a
significant highway interface:

1. Intermodal terminals that handle more
than 20 percent of passenger or freight
volumes by mode within a State;

2. Intermodal terminals identified either in
the Intermodal Management System or the
State and metropolitan transportation plans
as a major facility;

3. Significant investment in, or expansion
of, an intermodal terminal; or

4. Connecting routes targeted by the State,
MPO, or others for investment to address an
existing, or anticipated, deficiency as a result
of increased traffic.

Proximate Connections
Intermodal terminals, identified under the

secondary criteria noted above, may not have
sufficient highway traffic volumes to justify
an NHS connection to the terminal. States
and MPOs should fully consider whether a
direct connection should be identified for
such terminals, or whether being in the
proximity (2 to 3 miles) of an NHS route is
sufficient.

[FR Doc. 97–16081 Filed 6–18–97; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Navy

32 CFR Part 706

Certifications and Exemptions Under
the International Regulations for
Preventing Collisions at Sea, 1972
Amendment

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DOD.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Navy
is amending its certifications and
exemptions under the International
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at
Sea, 1972 (72 COLREGS), to reflect that
the Deputy Assistant Judge Advocate
General (Admiralty) of the Navy has
determined that USS JUNEAU (LPD 10)
is a vessel of the Navy which, due to its
special construction and purpose,
cannot fully comply with certain
provisions of the 72 COLREGS without
interfering with its special functions as
a naval vessel. The intended effect of
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this rule is to warn mariners in waters
where 72 COLREGS apply.
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 27, 1997.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Captain R.R. Pixa, JAGC, U.S. Navy,
Admiralty Counsel, Office of the Judge
Advocate General, Navy Department,
200 Stovall Street, Alexandria, Virginia,
22332–2400, Telephone Number: (703)
325–9744.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to the authority granted in 33 U.S.C.
1605, the Department of the Navy
amends 32 CFR part 706. This
amendment provides notice that the
Deputy Assistant Judge Advocate
General (Admiralty) of the Navy, under
authority delegated by the Secretary of
the Navy, has certified that USS
JUNEAU (LPD 10) is a vessel of the
Navy which, due to its special
construction and purpose, cannot fully

comply with the following specific
provisions of 72 COLREGS: Annex I,
section 3(a), pertaining to the placement
of the after masthead light and the
horizontal distance between the forward
and after masthead lights, without
interfering with its special functions as
a naval vessel. The Deputy Assistant
Judge Advocate General (Admiralty) of
the Navy has also certified that the
lights involved are located in closest
possible compliance with the applicable
72 COLREGS requirements.

Moreover, it has been determined, in
accordance with 32 CFR parts 296 and
701, that publication of this amendment
for public comment prior to adoption is
impracticable, unnecessary, and
contrary to public interest since it is
based on technical findings that the
placement of lights on this vessel in a
manner differently from that prescribed

herein will adversely affect the vessel’s
ability to perform its military functions.

List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part 706

Marine safety, Navigation (water), and
Vessels.

Accordingly, 32 CFR part 706 is
amended as follows:

PART 706—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for 32 CFR
Part 706 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1605.

2. Table Five of § 706.2 is amended by
revising the entry for the USS JUNEAU
to read as follows:

§ 706.2 Certifications of the Secretary of
the Navy under Executive Order 11964 and
33 U.S.C. 1605.

* * * * *

TABLE FIVE

Vessel No.

Masthead
lights not
over all

other lights
and ob-

structions.
annex I,
sec. 2(f)

Forward
masthead
light not in

forward
quarter of

ship. annex
I, sec. 3(a)

After mast-
head light

less than 1⁄2
ship’s

length aft of
forward

masthead
light. annex
I, sec. 3(a)

Percentage
horizontal
separation
attained

* * * * * * *
USS JUNEAU ............................................................................................... LPD 10 N/A N/A X 49

* * * * * * *

Dated: May 27, 1997.
Approved:

R.R. Pixa,
Captain, JAGC, U.S. Navy, Deputy Assistant
Judge Advocate General (Admiralty).
[FR Doc. 97–16057 Filed 6–18–97; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810–FF–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard

33 CFR Parts 1, 2, 3, 8, 25, 26, 51, 54,
67, 70, 72, 80, 89, 114, 116, 127, 141,
147, 148, 151, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157,
158, 160, 161, 163, 164, 165, 167, 174,
175, and 187.

[CGD 97–023]

Technical Amendments;
Organizational Changes;
Miscellaneous Editorial Changes and
Conforming Amendments

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule amends Title 33,
Code of Federal Regulations, to reflect
recent agency organizational changes. It
also makes editorial changes throughout
the title to correct addresses, update
cross-references, make conforming
amendments, and make other technical
corrections. This rule will have no
substantive effect on the regulated
public.

DATES: This rule is effective on June 30,
1997.

ADDRESSES: Documents as indicated in
this preamble are available for
inspection or copying at the Office of
the Executive Secretary, Marine Safety
Council (G–LRA/3406), U.S. Coast
Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second Street
SW., room 3406, Washington, DC
20593–0001 between 9:30 a.m. and 2
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays. The telephone number
is (202) 267–1477.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Janet Walton, Project Manager,
Standards Evaluation and Development
Division (G–MSR–2), (202) 267–0257.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background and Purpose
Each year Title 33 of the Code of

Federal Regulations (CFR) is recodified
on July 1. This rule makes
miscellaneous editorial changes,
conforming amendments, and revisions
relating to recent Coast Guard
organizational changes, to be included
in the 1997 recodification of Title 33.

Discussion of Changes
As part of its Headquarters

reorganization, the Coast Guard changed
senior management position titles from
‘‘Chief’’ to ‘‘Assistant Commandant’’ for
the Acquisition, Civil Rights, Marine
Safety and Environmental Protection,
Operations, and Systems and Human
Resources programs. This rule revises
these titles to conform to the current
organization.

This rule also makes editorial changes
throughout the title, corrects addresses,
updates cross-references, makes
conforming amendments to
geographical descriptions resulting from
organizational changes, and makes other
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